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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  SERVICE 

PLANT  PEST  CONTROL  DIVISION 

NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FEDERAL  INSECTICIDE. 
FUNGICIDE,  AND  RODENTICIDE  ACT 

Nos.  301-316 


The  following  notices  of  judgment  relate  to  cases  arising  in  the  United  States 
District  Courts  and  are  approved  for  publication  as  provided  in  section  6  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (7  U.S.C.  135d). 

M.  R.  Clakkson, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agricultural  Research  Service. 

Washington,  D.C.,  December  29, 1960 

301.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 
"HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS;"  lack  of  registration  of 
"NEODANE  PELLETS;"  and  lack  of  registration  of  "HARI-KARI 
SILICA  AEROGEL."  U.S.  v.  131  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "HARI- 
KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS;"  138  containers,  more  or  less, 
of  "NEODANE  PELLETS;"  and  570  two-ounce  containers,  more  or  less, 
of  "HARI-KARI  SILICA  AEROGEL."  Consent  decree  of  condemnation 
and  release  under  bond.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  344.  I.D.  Nos.  36152,  36153,  and 
36154.) 

The  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS,"  were  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examina- 
tion showed  that  the  labels  on  the  containers  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net 
weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers  and  an  ingredient  statement 
as  required  by  the  act.  The  products,  "NEODANE  PELLETS,"  and  "HARI- 
KARI  SILICA  AEROGEL,"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  February  17,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  131 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "HARI-KARI  VAPORIZING  UNITS" ;  138  contain- 
ers, more  or  less,  of  "NEODANE  PELLETS" ;  aj^TS^jlffQ-ounce  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "HARI-KARI  SILICA  AEROGfjjjV^pjg^^s^City,  Mo.,  and 
alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poi«J«fi^nicn  n§JhfceenVtransported 
interstate  on  or  about  October  20,  195S,  and^jKleinber  9,  I^qS,  T^  \e  Neodane 
Company,  from  Torrence,  Calif.,  in  violationiftrale  act.         O} 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  wenregistered  w^th  the\Se*retary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  efeii!  ^  vk 

It  was  alleged  that  the  "HARI-KARI  ILD^DAXE  S^APORIZiyGjuxITS," 
were  misbranded  in  that  their  labels  did  AiETbear  ingredient  statapteits  giving 
the  name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  ara^Ve  ingssaients,  togoj^Mwith  the 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  owQltere&pnt  statenMrats^iving  the 
names  of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  Hi!»^n|redienti^ra  l*hjB  descending 
order  of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in  eacrr^s^gjjgjgjiu: tfimTtojjether  with  the 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZIXG 
UNITS,"  were  in  violation  of  the  act  in  that  their  labels  did  not  bear  statements 
of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents. 
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The  Neodane  Company,  of  Torrence,  Calif.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  products, 
requested  their  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  them  into  com- 
pliance with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On 
September  7,  1960,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered 
that  the  products  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

302.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding 

of  ''HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS;"  and  lack  of  regis- 
tration of  "NEODANE  PELLETS/'  U.S.  v.  23  containers,  more  or  less, 
of  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS;"  and  66  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "NEODANE  PELLETS."  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  347.  I.D.  Nos.  36159 
and  36160.) 

The  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS"  were  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  exami- 
nation showed  that  the  labels  on  the  containers  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the 
net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers  and  an  ingredient  state- 
ment as  required  by  the  act.  The  product,  "NEODANE  PELLETS,"  was  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  March  26,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Kansas, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  23  containers,  more 
or  less,  of  "HARI-KARI  VAPORIZING  UNITS;"  and  66  containers,  more  or 
less,  of  "NEODANE  PELLETS"  at  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and  alleging  that  the 
products  were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or 
about  January  13,  1960,  by  J.  H.  Smith  Company,  from  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  in 
violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS," 
were  misbranded  in  that  their  labels  did  not  bear  ingredient  statements  giving 
the  name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  ingredient  statements  giving  the 
names  of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending 
order  of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING 
UNITS,"  were  in  violation  of  the  act  in  that  their  labels  did  not  bear  statements 
of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents. 

On  June  28,  1960,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  products  be  destroyed. 

303.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "FABSPRAY  FABRIC  WATER 

PROOFER."  U.S.  v.  286  one-pound  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "FABSPRAY 
FABRIC  WATER  PROOFER."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfei- 
ture, and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  356.     I.D.  No.  37658.) 

The  product,  "FABSPRAY  FABRIC  WATER  PROOFER,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examina- 
tion of  the  product  showed  that  the  label  on  the  containers  did  not  bear  an 
ingredient  statement. 

On  June  6,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  296  one-pound  cans, 
more  or  less,  of  "FABSPRAY  FABRIC  WATER  PROOFER,"  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate  on  or  about  March  15,  I960,  by  the  Nu  Color  Corporation 
of  America,  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agrmdture  as  i  equired  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names 
of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order 
of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 
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On  September  2,  1960,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be 
destroyed. 

304.  Lack  of  registration  of  "WAREXIN."    U.S.  v.  1,330  five-ounce  containers, 

more  or  less,  of  "WAREXIN."  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  re- 
lease under  bond.    ( I.F.  &  R.  No.  361.    I.D.  No.  3S532. ) 

The  product,  "WAREXIN,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  August  17,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  1,330  five- 
ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "WAREXIN"  at  Providence,  R.I.,  and  alleging 
that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate 
on  or  about  January  15,  1960,  by  Guardian  Chemical  Corporation,  from  Long 
Island  City,  N.Y.,  in  violation  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenti- 
cide Act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Davol  Rubber  Company  of  Providence,  R.I.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product 
and  requested  its  release  under  bond  pursuant  to  the  act  and  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a  condemnation  decree. 

On  August  30,  1960,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered 
that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act. 

305.  Lack  of  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of  "SANITIZED 

SPX."  U.S.  v.  two  55-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "SANITIZED 
SPX."  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  (I.F.  & 
R.  No.  352.    I.D.  No.  37216.) 

An  examination  of  the  product  "SANITIZED  SPX"  showed  that  the  labels 
borne  by  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  giving  the  name 
and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person  for  whom  manufactured ; 
an  ingredient  statement ;  adequate  directions  for  use ;  or  an  adequate  warning  or 
caution  statement. 

On  May  9,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  two  55-gallon  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  of  "SANITIZED  SPX"  at  Fall  River,  Mass.,  and  alleging 
that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate 
on  or  about  December  31,  1959,  by  Sanitized  Inc.,  from  New  Preston,  Conn.,  in 
violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  in  violation  of  the  act,  in  that  the  labels 
on  its  outside  containers  did  not  bear  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufac- 
turer, registrant,  or  person  for  whom  manufactured. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and 
percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percent- 
age of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  of 
each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of 
the  percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  accompanying  labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for  use 
which  are  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the 
public. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  label  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which 
is  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man 
and  other  vertebrate  animals. 

Sanitized  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product  and  re- 
quested its  release  under  bond  pursuant  to  the  act  and  consented  to  the  entry 
of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  June  22,  1960,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  en- 
tered and  it  was  ordered  that  the  condemned  product  be  released  to  the  claimant 
under  such  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act 


238  INSECTICIDE,    FUNGICIDE,    AND    RODENTICIDE    ACT       [I.F.R.N.J. 

306.  Lack  of  registration  of  "WELDWOOD  WOOD  PRESERVATIVE."    U.S.  v. 

83  one-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  and  60  one-quart  containers,  more  or 
less,  of  "WELDWOOD  WOOD  PRESERVATIVE."  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  355.  I.D.  No. 
37568.) 

The  product,  "WELDWOOD  WOOD  PRESERVATIVE,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  May  31,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of  New 
York,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  83  one-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  and  60  one-quart  containers,  more  or  less, 
of  "WELDWOOD  WOOD  PRESERVATIVE"  at  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  and  alleging 
that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate 
on  or  about  July  15,  1959,  by  Breinig  Brothers,  Inc.,  from  Hoboken,  N.J.,  in  vio- 
lation of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  July  1,  1960,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be 
destroyed. 

307.  Misbranding  of  "PROTEX  AIR  SANITIZER."     U.&  v.  957  16-ounce  con- 

tainers, more  or  less,  of  "PROTEX  AIR  SANITIZER."  Consent  decree 
of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  357.  I.D.  No. 
37513.) 

The  product,  "PROTEX  AIR  SANITIZER,"  was  misbranded  within  the 
meaning  of  the  act  in  that  when  tested  according  to  directions  for  use,  it  would 
not  kill  all  air-borne  bacteria. 

On  June  13,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  957  16-ounce 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "PROTEX  AIR  SANITIZER"  at  Jersey  City,  N.J., 
and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate  on  or  about  July  22,  1959,  by  A-M-R  Chemical  Company,  Inc., 
from  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  in  violation  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  label  stated  in  part : 

"Protex  CONSERVES  *  *  *  PRESERVES  *  *  *  PROTECTS 

DIRECTIONS 

Remove  protective  cap.  Point  container  away  from  face.  Press 
valve  button  to  spray.  For  best  results  spray  towards  ceiling.  Hold 
container  at  least  3  feet  from  all  surfaces.    Do  not  spray  plastics. 

A  few  seconds  of  spray  is  usually  sufficient  for  a  complete  room. 
Use  this  spray  regularly  in  sleeping  rooms,  sick  rooms,  bathrooms, 
kitchen,    office ;    any   areas   where   undesirable   odors   may   exist. 

To  reduce  airborn  germs,  spray  for  10  seconds  in  average  size  room. 

*  *  * 

BANISHES     UNPLEASANT     ODORS  *  *  *  KILLS     AIRBORN 
BACTERIA  *  *  *  " 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  kill  all  air-borne  bacteria ; 
whereas  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  kill  all  air-borne  bacteria. 
The  Protex  Products  Company,  Inc.,  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  claimed  ownership  of 
the  product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  pursuant  to  the  act  and  con- 
sented to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.     On  July  18,  1960,  a  decree  of 
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condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  condemned  product 
be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  com- 
pliance with  the  act. 

308.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "TAB  *  *  *  PET  LITTER."    U.S. 

v.  4,499  two-pound  four-ounce  bags,  more  or  less,  and  2,250  four-pound 
eight-ounce  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "TAB  *  *  *  PET  LITTER."  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  348. 
I.D.  No.  36G32.) 

The  product,  "TAB  *  *  *  PET  LITTER,"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of 
the  product  showed  that  the  labels  on  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement. 

On  April  13,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  New 
York,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  4,499  two- 
pound  four-ounce  bags,  more  or  less,  and  2,250  four-pound  eight-ounce  bags, 
more  or  less,  of  "TAB  *  *  *  PET  LITTER"  at  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  and  alleging  that 
the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on 
or  about  May  28,  1959,  by  the  Paxton  Processing  Company,  Inc.,  from  Paxton, 
111.,  in  violation  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and 
percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  of  each  of 
the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  per- 
centage of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients. 

Paxton  Processing  Company,  Inc.,  Paxton,  III.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  prod- 
uct and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  removing  the  product 
from  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenti- 
cide Act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree. 

On  June  3,  1960,  a  consent  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  the  con- 
demned product  was  released  to  the  claimant  for  the  purpose  of  removing  it 
from  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  act. 

309.  Lack  of  registration  of  "50%  DDT  DUST  CONCENTRATE."    UJ3,  v.  160 

fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "50%  DDT  DUST  CONCENTRATE." 
Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  (I.F.  &  R.  No. 
349.     I.D.  No.  37187.) 

The  product,  "50%  DDT  DUST  CONCENTRATE,"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  May  5.  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District,  of  North 
Carolina,  Wilmington  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  District  Court  a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  160  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  "less,  of  "50%  DDT  DUST 
CONCENTRATE"  at  Elizabethtown,  N.C.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an 
economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  October  19, 
1959,  by  Molony  Fertilizer  Company,  from  Charleston,  S.C.,  in  violation  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Subsequent  to  seizure,  the  product  was  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecti- 
cide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  the  Molony  Fertilizer  Company, 
Charleston,  S.C.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product. 

On  July  20,  1960,  a  consent  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  prod- 
uct was  released  to  the  claimant. 
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310.  Lack  of  registration  of  "GREEN  PRIDE  10%  CHLORDANE  POWDER," 

"GREEN  PRIDE  DIELDRIN  SPRAY,"  and  "GREEN  PRIDE  MALA- 
THION  ALL-PURPOSE  SPRAY."  U.S.  v.  502  one-pound  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "GREEN  PRIDE  10%  CHLORDANE  POWDER;"  251 
one-pint  containers,  more  or  less;  of  "GREEN  PRIDE  DIELDRIN 
SPRAY;"  and  180  one-pint  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "GREEN  PRIDE 
MALATHION  ALL-PURPOSE  SPRAY."  Consent  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  release  under  bond.     (I.P.  &  R.  Nos.  36766,  36767,  and  36768.) 

The  products,  "GREEN  PRIDE  10%  CHLORDANE  POWDER,"  "GREEN 
PRIDE  DIELDRIN  SPRAY,"  and  "GREEN  PRIDE  MALATHION  ALL- 
PURPOSE  SPRAY,"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi- 
cide, and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  May  17,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
a  libel,  praving  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  502  one-pound  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  of  "GREEN  PRIDE  10%  CHLORDANE  POWDER ;"  251 
one-pint  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "GREEX  PRIDE  DIELDRIN  SPRAY;" 
and  180  one-pint  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "GREEN  PRIDE  MALATHION 
ALL-PURPOSE  SPRAY"  at  Glendale,  Ariz.,  and  alleging  that  the  products  were 
economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  September 
26,  1959,  by  Wilbur-Ellis  Company,  from  Chula  Vista,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the 
act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Arizona  Agro  Phosphate  Company,  Glendale,  Ariz.,  claimed  ownership  of  the 
products  and  requested  their  release  under  bond  pursuant  to  the  act  and  con- 
sented to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  June  28,  1960,  a  decree  of 
condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  condemned  products  be 
released  to  the  claimant. 

311.  Lack  of  registration  of  "SPRA-KILL  50%  MALATHION  SPRAY,"  and  lack 

of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "EAGLE'S-7  KILLS  RATS  &  MICE." 
U.S.  v.  272  four-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "SPRA-KILL  50% 
MALATHION  SPRAY,"  and  211  one-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of 
"EAGLE'S-7  KILLS  RATS  &  MICE."  Default  decree  of  condemnation 
forfeiture  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  340.  I.  D.  Nos.  36996  and 
36997.) 

The  products,  "SPRA-KILL  50%  MALATHION  SPRAY,"  and  "EAGLE'S-7 
KILLS  RATS  &  MICE,"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  product,  "EAGLE'S-7 
KILLS  RATS  &  MICE"  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  did  not 
bear  certain  information  required  under  authority  of  the  act  as  to  render  it 
likely  to  be  read  and  understood  by  the  ordinary  individual  under  customary 
conditions  of  purchase  and  use. 

On  January  27,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Kentucky,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  272 
four-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "SPRAY-KILL  50%  MALATHION 
SPRAY,"  and  211  one-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "EAGLE'S-7  KILLS  RATS  & 
MICE"  at  Lexington,  Ky.,  and  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  June  12, 1959,  and  October  22, 
1959,  by  Bacon  Products  Co.,  from  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product,  "EAGLE'S-7  KILLS  RATS  &  MICE" 
was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  information  required  by 
or  under  authority  of  the  act  to  appear  on  its  label,  namely,  directions  for  use 
and  warning  or  caution  statements,  was  not  prominently  placed  thereon  with 
such  conspicuousness  (as  compared  with  other  words,  statements,  designs  or 
graphic  matter  in  the  labeling)  and  in  such  terms  as  to  render  it  likely  to  be 
read  and  understood  by  the  ordinary  individual  under  customary  conditions 
of  purchase  and  use. 

On  March  14,  1960,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  products. 
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312.  Lack   of   registration   and   misbranding   of   "QUIST   MALATHION   25% 

WETTABLE  POWDER."  U.S.  v.  77  four-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of 
"QUIST  MALATHION  25%  WETTABLE  POWDER,"  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  360.  I.D.  No. 
38533.) 

The  product,  "QUIST  MALATHION  25%  WETTABLE  POWDER,"  was  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and 
an  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  label  accompanying  the  product 
did  not  contain  directions  for  use. 

On  August  17,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  a  libel,  praving  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  77  four-pound 
bags,  more  or  less,  of  "QUIST  MALATHION  25%  WETTABLE  POWDER" 
at  Providence,  R.I.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  June  2,  1960,  by  Chemical  Com- 
pounding Corporation,  from  Newark,  N.J.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary, 
and  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

On  September  8,  1960,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was 
authorized  to  distribute  the  seized  property  to  one  or  more  public  or  charitable 
institutions  who  could  give  proper  assurance  of  its  legitimate  use,  as  selected  by 
the  United  States  Attorney. 

313.  Misbranding  of  "COMBAT  AEROSOL  A  POWERFUL  DISINFECTANT." 

U.S.  v.  166  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "COMBAT  AEROSOL  A  POWER- 
FUL DISINFECTANT."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.    ( I .F.  &  R.  No.  351 .    I.D.  No.  36539. ) 

The  product,  "COMBAT  AEROSOL  A  POWERFUL  DISINFECTANT,"  was 
misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  when  used  as  directed  it 
would  not  disinfect  the  articles  named  on  the  label  after  the  surfaces  had  been 
property  cleaned,  and  would  not  reduce  the  hazard  of  cross  infection  by  bacteria 
and  viruses. 

On  April  22,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Virginia,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  166 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "COMBAT  AEROSOL  A  POWERFUL  DISIN- 
FECTANT" at  Roanoke,  Va.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  May  21, 1959,  by  Hysan 
Products  Company,  from  Chicago,  111.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  label  stated  in  part : 

"COMBAT 

AEROSOL 

A  Powerful 

DISINFECTANT 

.  *  *  * 

DIRECTIONS 
For  Disinfecting  - 

Hold  dispenser  upright  about  6"  or  8"  from  surface  to  be  dis- 
infected— and  spray  3  seconds  until  surface  is  wet. 

*  *  * 

This  powerful  Disinfectant  and  Deodorant  acts  on  germ-laden  sur- 
faces such  as  Toilet  Seats,  Telephones,  Wash  Basins,  Refuse  Cans, 
Urinals,  Hospital  Light  Switches,  Office  Machinery,  Laundry  Chutes, 
Door  Knobs,  and  other  equipment  after  the  surface  has  been  prop- 
erly cleaned.  Will  reduce  the  hazard  of  cross  infection  by  bacteria 
and  viruses. 

It  disinfects  as  it  deodorizes." 
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Whereas,  when  used  as  directed,  the  product  would  not  disinfect  toilet  seats, 
telephones,  wash  basins,  refuse  cans,  urinals,  hospital  light  switches,  office 
machinery,  laundry  chutes,  door  knobs,  and  other  equipment  after  the  surfaces 
had  been  properly  cleaned,  and  it  would  not  reduce  the  hazard  of  cross  infection 
by  bacteria  and  viruses. 

On  June  9,  1960,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be 
destroyed. 

314.  Lack     of     registration     and    misbranding     of     "AUTOMATIC     BILGE- 

CLEANER."  U.S.  v.  48  one-quart  plastic  bottles,  12  one-quart  cans,  and 
20  one-pint  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "AUTOMATIC  BILGE  CLEANER." 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  & 
R.  No.  366.    I.D.  No.  38551.) 

The  product  "AUTOMATIC  BILGE  CLEANER"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of  the 
product  showed  that  the  labels  on  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an 
ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  September  30,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  48  one-quart  plastic  bottles.  12  one-quart  cans,  and  20  one-pint  cans,  more  or 
less,  of  "AUTOMATIC  BILGE  CLEANER"  at  Providence,  R.I.,  and  alleging 
that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate 
on  or  about  August  17,  1960,  by  Sudbury  Laboratory,  from  Sudbury,  Mass.,  in 
violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an 
ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active 
ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an 
ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the 
inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in 
each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

On  October  21,  1960,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal 
destroy  the  product. 

315.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "STERILE-AIRE  WITH  ANTI- 

SEPTIC IODINE."  U.S.  v.  59  72-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of 
"STERILE-AIRE  WITH  ANTISEPTIC  IODINE."  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  353.    I.D.  No. 

36785.) 

The  product,  "STERILE-AIRE  WITH  ANTISEPTIC  IODINE,"  was  not  reg- 
istered under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an 
examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  of  the  containers  of  the 
product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement,  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  May  18,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon,  acting 
upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  a  libel, 
praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation*  of  59  72-ounce  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "STERILE-AIRE  WITH  ANTISEPTIC  IODINE"  at  Medford, 
Oreg.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate  on  or  about  February  25,  1960,  by  Advance  Chemical 
Company,  from  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  borne  by 
the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage 
of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert 
ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  of  each  of  the  active 
and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage  of 
each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients. 
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On  June  27,  1960,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

316.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "BURTON  BRAND  POOL  SAN- 
ITIZER,"  and  "PHOENIX  BRAND  SWIMMING  POOL  INHIBITOR." 
U.S.  v.  47  sixteen-ounce  containers,  34  one-quart  containers,  and  11  one- 
gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "BURTON  BRAND  POOL  SANI- 
TIZER" and  11  two-and-one-half -pound  containers  and  6  five-pound  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  of  "PHOENIX  BRAND  SWIMMING  POOL  IN- 
HIBITOR." Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion.    (I.F.  &  R.  No.  35S.    I.D.  Nos.  38210,  38211. ) 

The  products,  "BURTON  BRAND  POOL  SANITIZER,"  and  "PHOENIX 
BRAND  SWIMMING  POOL  INHIBITOR,"  were  not  registered  under  the  Fed- 
eral Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of  the 
products  showed  that  the  labels  on  the  containers  of  the  products  did  not  bear 
ingredient  statements  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  June  21,  1960,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  47 
sixteen-ounce  containers,  34  one-quart  containers,  and  11  one-gallon  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "BURTON  BRAND  POOL  SANITIZER"  and  11  two-and-one- 
half -pound  containers  and  6  five-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "PHOENIX 
BRAND  SWIMMING  POOL  INHIBITOR"  at  Allentown,  Pa.,  and  alleging 
that  the  products  were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate 
on  or  about  April  28,  1960,  by  the  Burton  Chemical  Company,  from  Jamaica, 
N.Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculure  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  borne  by 
the  products  did  not  bear  ingredient  statements  giving  the  name  and  percentage 
of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert 
ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  of  each  of  the  active 
and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage  of 
each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients. 

On  August  10,  1960,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  products  be  destroyed. 
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